FROM   TSARDOM   TO   THE   STALIN   CONSTITUTION
"There remain the theories that these self-accusers have been drugged
or hypnotized. But there is no form of either treatment known to science
which would maintain its effects over a man for hours without producing
any visible change in his bearing."1
It is interesting to observe that in the first place the view that
the whole proceedings were unreal, a frame-up, became less and
less strong with every succeeding trial. Secondly, that foreign
correspondents actually present at the trials did not assert that the
indictments were a mere frame-up; on the contrary, some of
them were very much impressed with the genuineness of the case
against the accused. We give just a few of these.
The Moscow Correspondent of the Observer, on August 23,1936,
concluded his report on the proceedings thus:
"It is futile to think the trial was staged and the charges trumped up.
The Government's case against the defendants is genuine."
The Daily Herald Correspondent said:
"A second great political trial has come and gone in Moscow within
six months. Again we have heard one-time revolutionaries confess to
counter-revolution and the most shocking career of murder, sabotage,
and anti-government conspiracy of modern times.
"Now, instead of Zinoviev plotting to assassinate Stalin, we have
Radek, renowned for twenty years as a Communist spokesman, planning
with Nazi aid 'the return of capitalism to Russia.'
"Yet to an eye-witness who attended the Zinoviev trial and who has
lived in the Soviet Union since 1934 this proved to be the converse of
fantastic as the case unfolded hour by hour and day by day. Nor is the
writer's opinion an isolated one. It was generally shared by the other
foreign observers present."2
1  The proceedings were not actually broadcast, but they were held in
public in the presence of many foreign correspondents and foreign diplo-
matic representatives, including the British and U.S.A. Ambassadors to
Moscow, and a denunciation by the accused of the use of torture or threats,
eta, by the Soviet authorities would have been as effective as if the proceed-
ings were broadcast. This was illustrated by the great effect produced abroad
by Krestinsky's withdrawal of his confession on the first day of the trial.
On the following day, however, Rrestinsky again admitted the truth of the
indictment against him and his confessions.
2  Preface to Moscow Trial (January 1937) issued by the Anglo-Russian
Parliamentary Committee.
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